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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Horlander et al (US 7,017,171). 

Regarding claim 1 , Horlander et al systems for communicating between multiple 
electronic devices, such as consumer electronic devices, via interconnections such as 
digital data buses, comprising: 

a) means for receiving television program guide information for use in the 
interactive television program guide, and means for selecting a program for recording 
from the interactive television program guide (see Fig.1 , DSS 170 and the processing of 
the electronic program guide; col.9, line 64 to col. 10, line 8; and col.2, lines 7-13); 

b) means for determining whether the selected program is copy protected (see 
Fig.1; DSS copyright protection processing; col.7, lines 43-50, and col.9, line 64 to 
col. 10, line 25); and 
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c) means for displaying a message informing a user that the selected program 
may not be recorded upon determining that the selected is copy protected (see col. 13, 
lines 40-48). , 

Regarding claim 2, the claimed limitations of claim 2 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 3, the claimed limitations of claim 2 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 1 above, including a video recorder (see VCR 100 of Fig.1 of 
Horlander). 

Regarding claim 4, the claimed limitations of claim 4 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 1 above, the claimed machine-readable medium (see the 
play/record circuitry 101 of VCR 100 in Fig.1 of Horlander). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 5-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Horlander et al in view of Wonfor et al (US 6,381 ,747). 
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Regarding claim 5, Horlander discloses the claimed limitations of claim 5, 
including providing the selected program without copy protection (see col31 , lines 53-58 
and col. 32, lines 52-56) here if it is legal to copy the bit stream the source device 
instructs the VCR to turn on its DAV receiver and to go into the record more, and 
additionally DSS checks the copy protect mode of the video bit stream and determines if 
it is permissible to make a copy. If digital copies are permitted then the default device 
hails for the DAV bus. 

Horlander fails to explicitly disclose means for displaying the interactive 
television program guide, and means for removing the copy protection from the 
selected program. 

Wonfor et al teach a method of controlling copy protection in digital video 
networks where it is desired to copy protect an analog or digital video output signal 
associated with a digital video network, comprising displaying the interactive television 
program guide (see col. 3, lines 8-10), and removing the copy protection from the 
selected program (see col.7, line 60 to col.8, line 8). Displaying the interactive television 
program guide provides the desirable advantage of allowing the user the time to 
preview the program guide to see what programs are available before selecting a 
desired program, and removing the copy protection from the selected program provides 
the desirable advantage of allowing the user to have access to the programs in order to 
copy desired programs. 

It, therefore, would haven obvious to modify Horlander by realizing Horlander 
with the means for displaying the interactive television program guide, as taught by 
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Wonfor, since this provides the desirable advantage of allowing the user the time to 
preview the program guide to see what programs are available before selecting a 
desired program, and also would have been obvious to modify Horlander by realizing 
Horlander with the means for removing the copy protection from the selected program, 
as taught by Wonfor, since this provides the desirable advantage of allowing the user to 
have access to the programs in order to copy desired programs, for example. 

Furthermore, Horlander fails to explicitly disclose means for offering the selected 
program for purchase at a price for the program without copy protection when the 
program is selected for recording, means for offering the selected program for purchase 
at a price for the program with copy protection when the program is selected for 
viewing, and means for providing the selected program with copy protection when the 
program is purchased at the price for the program with copy protection. However, this 
would have been an obvious engineering design consideration depending on the circuit 
at hand. 

Regarding claim 6, Horlander et al and Wonfor et al fail to explicitly disclose 
wherein the price for the program without copy protection is more than the price for the 
program with copy protection. However, this would have been an obvious engineering 
design consideration depending on circuit at hand. 

Regarding claim 7, the claimed limitations of claim 7 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 5 above. 
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Regarding claim 8, the claimed limitations of claim 8 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 9, the claimed limitations of claim 9 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 5 above; except, wherein the control circuitry directs the tuner 
circuitry to tune to the selected program with copy protection (see Horlander et al, col.4, 
lines 44-50, and col. 1 3, lines 1 3-23). Horlander and Wonfor fail to explicitly disclose 
wherein the control circuitry is configured to direct the display circuitry to display a 
message offering the user the selected program for purchase at a price for the program 
without/with copy protection when the program is selected for recording/viewing, 
respectively. However, this would have been an obvious engineering design 
consideration depending on the circuit at hand. 

Regarding claim 10, the claimed limitations of claim 10 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 6 above. 

Regarding claim 11, the claimed limitations of claim 11 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 5 above. 

Regarding claim 12, the claimed limitations of claim 12 are accommodated in the 
discussions of claim 6 above. 
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Conclusion 



5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Christopher Onuaku whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7379. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov; Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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